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lodel-Based Testing

.
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(Put Informally)
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~ Input Output
eatured Transition System
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Test-Suite Derivation
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Inexhaustiveness
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ecovering exhaustiveness

- Orthogonal implementations:
old features do not turn new
features on/off at will

Theorem Spinal test suites are
“exhaustive for orthogonal
Implementations




Future Work
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Fourth Halmstad Summer School on Testing
June 9 — June 12,2014

Halmstad University, Sweden
http://ceres.hh.se/mediawiki/index.php/HSST_2014

Tutorials Organizers

Auromared Test Generation via Satishability
Modulo Theory Solvers

(Thomas Ball, Microsoft Rescarch)
Model-Based Testing, the Difference
berween Theory and Practice
{Machiel van der Bijl, Axini BV) Eva Nestius

Improved Testing of Mulrithreaded (Local Organization)
P:mgm.rns with Dynamic Symbolic Walid Taha

Execution . .
(Program Co-Chair, walid.taha@hh.sc)
(Keijo Heljanko, Aalto Universiry)

Veronica Gaspes
(Organization Chair, veronica.gaspes@hh.se)

Mohammad Mousavi
(Program Co-Chair, m.r.mousavi@hh.se)

Property-Based Testing with QuickCheck
(John Hughes, QuviQQ and Chalmers) Regi ion
Testing and Verifving Software Properties o o .

with ACL2 and ProofPad The registration deadline is April 15, 2014.
(Rex Page, University of O ma) For more information, please check the

Practical Model-Based Testing With Papyrus  School web page, or contact one of the
and RT-Tester organizers.

(Jan Peleska, Verified International GMBH
and Bremen University)

Model-Based Testing - There is Nothing
More Practical than a Good Theory

(Jan Trermans, Radboud University
Nijmegen and TNO - ESI)
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